. Information regarding the physiographic history of the area is given by Fairchild (1934) .
Crusoe Lake (Site I More recent papers by Andersen (1954) , Martin (1958) , Livingstone and Livingstone (1958) , Ogden (1959) , and Frey (1959) (1954) , Martin (1958) , Livingstone and Livingstone (1958) , Davis (1961) Deevey (1951) suggested that all of his L zones in Maine represent tundra, the arboreal pollen being the result of long distance transport by wind. Livingstone and Livingstone (1958) Andersen (1954) , Martin (1958) , and Livingstone and Livingstone (1958) have concluded that in their samples this is the result of redeposition.
Deevey (1951) is of the opinion that it was windblown from a great distance. Davis (1958) As Fries (1962) has suggested, a climate warm enough for these genera to grow in the vicinity should have produced a greater quantity of micro-and macro-organisms in the lake than there is evidence of in the sediments. There is the possibility that the pollen of these temperate deciduous trees was deposited as the [ ] result of long distance transport by wind. However, the probable anticyclonic circulation of cold air away from the ice front (Dillon, 1956) Deevey (1939) . This usage will be followed in the present paper. have been previously established in New York State by Deevey (1943) , Sheldon (1952) , Cox (1959) , and Durkee (1960 The C2 zone at site I is complicated by a minor readvance of Tsuga, set off by two Tsuga minima. Pollen spectra presented by Cox (1959) , Durkee (1960) , and Brown (personal communication) point to the possibility that this is a regional oscillation rather than a local disturbance.
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There is evidence at Crusoe Lake for three C2 subzones, tentatively identified as C2a, C2b, and C2c.
C2a is recognized by a hemlock minimum with a beech maximum. According to Deevey and Flint (1957) Pollen counts were made above and below the levels to be dated to confirm their place in the profile. The depths chosen were the beginning and the end of the C2 period at 5.0 and 1.3 meters respectively, as indicated by the pollen curve. The former was dated at 6850±150 (1220) and the latter at 3200±100 (1219) years before the present.
Both of these dates are over a thousand years too old to represent the limits of C2 time suggested by Deevey and Flint (1957) Deevey and Flint (1957) (1959) (1957) , Deevey (1958) , and Ritchie (1957 
